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0649-79 
THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE fae eae ae 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 eee) Oo” | 
5 February 1979 
National Intelligence Officers 
Va? 
MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligenc / 
VIA: Director, National Foreign Asséssment Cent, 
National Intelligence Officer for China 
SUBJECT: Letter to the President from "Retired 


Generals and Admirals" 


REFERENCE: Your Conversation with Dr. Brzezinski 
on 31 January 1979 


1 Action Requested: None. This memorandum is for 
your information only. 


avs Background: In the memorandum of your conversation 
with Dr. Brzezinski, mention was made of a misunderstanding 
over Deng Xiaoping's having endorsed just before his U. S. 
visit a letter by 100 Generals and Admirals. You indicated 
that you were not familiar with this letter. I believe this 
must refer to a letter to the President by more than 170 re- 
tired military officers, including senior Generals and Ad- 
mirals, warning him of what they described as an "increasing 
Soviet challenge'' to the United States. The letter quotes an 
authoritative U. S. Government National Intelligence Estimate 
as acknowledging that the Russians were heading for superi- 
ority, not parity, in the military arena, and cites data on 
Soviet arms developments as chapter and verse. 
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3 There have been at least two public references to 
this letter to the President: a New York Times item of 12 Janu- 
ary 1979 (Tab A) and a Time Magazine account of an interview 
between Deng Xiaoping and Hedley Donovan (also reprinted in 
the The Washington Star) which appeared on the eve of Deng's 
arrival in the U. S. (Tab B). In the Donovan interview, Deng 
stated that he had read the letter and very much approved of 
it. He went on to use it to bolster his argument that the 
U. S. must do more to respond to the Soviet military threat. 


4. The National Intelligence Estimate referred to by 
the retired officers was undoubtedly NIE 11-3-78: SOVIET 
CAPABILITIES FOR STRATEGIC NUCLEAR CONFLICT THROUGH THE 25X1A 
LATE 1980'S, a draft of which appears, to have been leaked to 
the person or persons who compesed etter,to the President. 


Lo. 
Attachment: 
A - NYTimes Article 
B - Wash. Star Article 
cc: DbDcI 
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170 Retired Top Military Officers : 
Warn Carter of a Soviet Challenge | 


By DREW MIDDLETON . | 


_ More than 170 retired generals and ad- 
mirais have warned President Carter of; 
what they describe as an “increasing; 
Soviet challenge’’ to the United States. 

In an open letter, they said a National 
Intelligence Estimate that is described as 
“the most authoritative U.S.. Govern- 
ment evaluation of intelligence data” had 

--finally acknowledged that the Russians 
were “heading for superiority, not parity, 
in the military arena.” 

The letter said an American intera- 
gency study on the global military bal- 
ance concluded recently that ‘‘in a nonnu- 
clear conflict between the Soviet Union 
and the United States in the Middle East, 
israel alone might deter Soviet combat 
forces’ intervention or prevent the com- 

" pletion of such deployment.” 

Were it not for the ability of Israel’s 
ground forces, the officers declared, the 
United States would have to station sig- 
nificant forces and equipment in the Mid- 
dle East. Me 

Soviet Objectives Described 


The signers, among whom were 6 
generals, 15 lieutenant generals and 4 ad- 
mirals, included Adm. Elmo R. ration 


Jr., former Chief of Naval Operations; 
Gen. Paul L. Freeman Jr., former Army; 
cornmander in Europe; Gen. T. W. Park. 
er, former Army chief of staff in Europe; 
Gen. Albert C. Wedemeyer, who w 
commander of the China theater 0 
operations at the end of World War IT;| 
Maj. Gen. John K, Singlaub, former chief! 
of staff, United States forces, Korea, and 
Maj. Gen. George J. Keegan Jr., forme 
chief of intelligence, United States Ai 
Force. 

They urged Mr. Carter to recognize I 
rael’s value as an ally that can defend it. 
self and said Israel should be reinforced 
to avoid sending American forces to the 
a 


rea. ns 
The Soviet Union’s “imperial objec- 
tives’ were described as the neutraliza- 
tion of Western Europe, partly by deny- 
ing it access to oil, the encirclement of 
China and the isolation of the United 
States. . cat ie ae 

The letter said the Soviet focus on the 
Middle East to reach these objectives 
represented ‘‘a real and growing threat 
to Western security.” It said Soviet influ- 
ence and power had expanded in the east- 
ern Mediterranean, the Red Sea and the; 
Persian Gulf, Afghanistan had come 
under Soviet control and ‘anti-American 
forces’ were harassing the Governments 
in Iran and Turkey. 

Cuban mercenaries were described as! 
carrying out Soviet policies in Angola, | 
Ethiopia, Zaire, Syria and Lebanon. | 


Debate on Arms Accord 


In appealing to the President to ‘‘re- 
store the global military palance,’’ the 
writers foreshadowed what is expected to 
be a national debate over the second 
strategic arms limitation treaty. In the 
absence of an. “indispensable military 
equilibrium,” they said, ‘‘we oppose a 
‘deal’ that freezes the current imbalance 
and reinforces permanent Soviet strate- 
gic superiority.””. . Wo 

The letter said the challenge was grow- 
ing in these areas: : 


The Soviet Union has developed seven 
ICBM. missile systems since 1965, the 
United States one. . a 


GThe Russians have invested heavily 
in submarine-launched ballistic missiles 
and modernized their ICBM’s. eh ae 

@The so-called Backfire bomber, which 
the letter lists in the Soviet strategic arse- : 
nal although the Russians call it a medi-: 
um-range aircrait, ‘is capable of deliver- 
ing weapons anywhere in the United 
States without refueling.” ; 

gSoviet advances in multiple independ- 
ently targetable re-entry vehicles 
(MIRV’s) are rapidly overcoming the} 
American lead in the quantity and quality: 
of nuclear warheads. Sao oe 

GThe development of Soviet naval 
power threatens vital sea lanes that pro-' 
vide resources essential to the United 
States. . oor) Rha 

The writers also mentioned a point} 
raised by nuclear scientists, academic 
students of Soviet policy and many for- 


‘eign and American intelligence 
analysts: “Soviet defense literature ex- 
pressely rejects the Western doctrine of! 

‘mutual assured destruction.” It rejects 
specifically the notion that nuclear war 
means suicide. Soviet forces are struc-| 
tured to fight, survive and win a mucleot 
war.” 

Mr. Carter was urged to build a eae 
tion of “genuine peace,” including Israel 
‘and Japan as well as the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organizationnations. > | 
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Q and A: Exclusive Interview With Vice Premier 


As he wos preparing to leave on his his- { 
toric trip to Washington lost week, Chi- ° 
nese Vice Premier Teng Hsiao-ping took 
tune out for an 80-minute interview with - 
Hedley Denovor, editor-in-chief of Time ! 
inc. The interview, which appears in the | 


: : you see in the new Sino-4 erica 
Current issue of Time megazine, follows: 


relaticaship for countering thas 


Donovan: As the first senior official 
of your eps ta fo visit the U.S. 
Since the founding of the People’ 
Republic of China, sow do saints ing to make China and the US. like 
the significance of your trip and what “ast Germany and Czechoslovakia? 
do you hope to sccomplish? 

4: l suppose that ycu have already 

Teng: The significance is mainiv re. Tead the letter cf 17 retired Ameri- 
flected in the normalization of rela. C@& generals and edmirals. | have 
tions between China and the U.S, (Be-;Tead it myself and I very much ap 
cause 1 am) going there this time ag! prove of that letter. - 


Q: “Hegemony” is a policy that you: 
goverament Las frequently com asa small incident. I must note paren- 
demned with re erence to the Soviel haticaly. though, thai lf was got the 
tintcn How do you assess Soviet Polk start of the war, 
clés today, and what epvoruriatties 4 


ona of be leeders, the exchenge! 
of vie with President Carter andj} 
other leaders wili, of course, be of | 
benefit. Particularly at the presert! 
ime, the worid is quite untrangui!! 
ind we are faced with a lot of prob ' 
ems. Not only during this visit but in - 
ue future as well, it will be beneficial 
co have the leaders of the U.S. and 
‘hina frequently contact each cther 
md exchange views and outlooks. As 
or Ube significance of normalization 
wiween China and the v “., there has 
en Mock talk about it already, but 
GU Cannot underestimate the signifi. 
ance of this event. One aspect of it 35 
he development of relations beiween 
he two countries, but what fe even 
iore important is from the point of 
icW Of gloual strategy. 


Qs “pou sussesting more ur less 
Bula, ym meetings? 


A: We CanuGi say regular but we 
ape we will have more frequent con- 
cts. 


@*More often than once every 3 
eats? 


A; Since 1972, there have been many 
ontdets, And during my present visit 
will, on belatf of the Chinese gov- 
viment, be extending an igvitation. 
+ fresigent Carter *- 


nd al an apprepriate 


pate Phe 
risit Chinas yg 
aD 8 


ai re en 


Q: They 7l be glad to hear that. 


4: Those generals have already re- 
*ired, but they are concerned and that 
means that the situation is indeed not 
‘ranquil. I have said this to a number 
of foreign friends: that the nuclear 
ursenal of the Soviet Union and the 
constant development of their strate- 
gic Weanons means that we can say 
tual lhe Soviet ‘Inion is ziready on a 
par with the U.S. and we may say that 
in the near future it may surpass the 
United States. The Soviet military 
Sudget takes up around 30 percent of 
(ae gross national product. What does 
one do with all these things? With re 
‘war @Ging on, it has increased tis 
standing army in three years from 3 
te 4 miller men. What does cne co 
that for? And as we heve often noted, 


-manhy people ailen averlook the con- 


linuai development of the armed 


forces of tie Soviet Union and its 
“stockpiling of conventtonal weap 


oBry, including ammunition, as wel! 
as the stockpiling of food graing. If 
one Lis so many things in one’s 
nagnds, ihe day will come when one’s 
fingers begin to itch. You can't eat 


those materials or wear them. You 
must use them somehow. We've ar 


sady been through two word Wels 
ud both started from small incidents. 
su things often develop independ: 


SE i 
"sa de ' anys Thy ot 
iL pernars even in 


Peylig 3 We 


Datacaqll of the ures T 
eye will of ibe ure 


Q We did not think of Pearl Harbor 


A: Yes, the war did not start with 
4Pearl Harbor. Hitler started {t in 


Padetes? Whet does hegemony actus Cacchoslovakia Peet] Harbor wat to 
aly Dean? How wouid the Soviets ward the 
achieve 11? Is the Soviet Union aspirs must face reality. Now every day one 


latter part of the war. We 


talks about detente, about striving for 


| detente and disarmameat. But was ! 


i there detente in 1977 or in 1978 or will 
i we see it in 1979? Let us look at the 


| Mediterranean, at the Middle East, at - 


' North Africa. Was not 1978 more tense 
than 1977? We see that last year South 
Yemen was taken over by the Soviet | 
Union and the Soviet Union gained | 
influence in Ethiopia. If we go further | 
easi, there's Afghanistan and now | 
there’s Iran where there seems to be | 
no end to the trouble. And Pakistan. 
And further to the east, Vietnam con- 
trois Laos by military means and the 
“ietnamese made a major invasion 
into Cambodia with more than 10 divi- 
sions. And then 1f we go even further 
east, do We see that the Soviet military 
force has been strengthened or weak- 
ened in the Asian and Pacific region? 
At least its navy and air force have 


: been strengthened. What is particu- 


larly noteworthy is that the Soviet 
fleet in the Far East is now equal in 
Strength to the Soviet fleet in the 
Atlantic. So ali this gives serious cun- 
cetn (othe countries ef the world and 
thc couctries of the world should deal 
with it seriously. 


Q: If l could come back to your defi- 
nition of Begemony, da you mean by 
that a desire to be the dominant 


power in the world or to have actual 
. control over other countries, such as 


East Germany and Czechoslovakia? 


A: We look upon it as being big he- 
geInonism, where one wants to exer- 


cise global hegemonism, and small he- 


gemonism. where one seeks only local 
hegemenisat. As for global hegemo- 
iism, only the Soviet Union and the 
capable of it today, but it has 
T view al: along that since the 

the USE : 


2 


means that you want to control the 
whoie world, one in which, in fact, 
there is no scruple at using war as a 
step to achieving hegemonism. But it 
would first try to attain its aims by 
intervention, showing discord or, as 
.acy scy in Europe, by means of the 
rrocess of Finlandization. But in the 
"inai analysis it would use miliary 
furce and that would be World War HI. 


Q: Are vou arributing greater vir 
tte to the US. eo; saving that 10 is 
j “eaker then the Soviet Union? 
; A: We consider that the true hotbed 
of war is the Soviet Union, not the US. 


> @Q: Is the vice premier saying that 
i the US. is in strategic retreat or does 
| he believe that the US. intentions are 
| more pacific? 


A: At the present time, the U.S. has 
no reason and to need to want tn 
launch a war. [t is in the interest of 
the U.S. to maintain the status quo. 
‘The problem is that maintaining the 
Status quo is difficult. 


Q: When you go to Washington, I 


think yuu'l! bear that President Car- 
ter, Secretary of State Vance and vari- 
ous members of Congress do net en- 
turely agree with the retired generals, 
sud that they think It is possible to 
have good relations with the Soviet 
Union acd Chiaa at the same tire. 
hai iS your reacuion to that? 


A: It is only possible for each indi- 
vidual to express his point of view, No 
countYy can impose itS views on 
snother. But we believe in what 


Chairman Mao Tse-tung and Premier ; 
Chou En-lai sai? repeatediy: that from | 
the point of view of gicbal strategy , 
and international politics, even: 
where there was ho aormalization be-. 
tween China and the US. there were | 


still many common points between 
China and the U.S. What we are faced 
with is stark reality. Reality cannot be 
changed by any person's subjective 
views. 


Q: President Carter hopes this year 
tasign SALT IL 


WS COHCiUUEG 1D 1943. ine second 
1972, the third in 1974. We have con- 
stantly said not that we are opposed to 
such agreements, but that they are of 
no use, that they are not of much use. 
Tn 1963 when the tripartite partial test 
ban treaty was signed between the 
U.S., Great Britain and the Soviet 
Union, there Was a grc.i discrepancy 
in nuclear Weapons between the US. 
and the Soviet Uniow. At that time all 
three cOuNMNeS Ha. 1D mind the Cu & 
nog of dealing with China: that is, to 
prevent China from ucquiring nu- 
clear weapons, but this aim was not at- 
tained. The US. and Great Britain also 
wanted to limit the Soviet Union in 
nuclear weapons. Did they attain this 
him? in 1972, and this was after a nine- 
year span, the Soviet Union had tried 
its best to catch up. By 1972 we cannot 
say that the Soviet Union was already 
on par with the US. Bui the discrep- 
ancy between the two countries had 
already narrowed. And then in the 
242 years oefore the 1974 mecting at 
Viadivostok and the secord agree- 
tment that was reached at the time 
even the US. could not but admit that 
the strength of the two countries was 
more or less equal. What is more, both 
sides admitted at the Vladivostok 


meeting that the agreement did not 
put restraints cn either side. And | 


since 1974 it has deen another four 
years or So and another agreement is 


to be concluded. Could we believe : 
that the apreement could prevent the | 
Seviet Union from further develop; 


tient? 


Q The Jengvage of the agreement Is 
infendeés to impose some restraints. 


A: And I don’t belicve that will re- 
strain them. 


& You mean they won't comply 
with it? 


A: Because the so-called supervision 
or surveillance will not work, no mat- 
ter how you proceed about it. After 
the Vladivostok agreement, Dr. Kis- 


Singer came io China and toid us; 
about it, and | said to Dr. Kissinger, : 
“Well, you two will continue your | 
race.” Aiter the conclusion of this : 


fourth agreement the race will con- 
tinue. But the difference will be that 
the US. wil count t 
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A: Because the so-called supervision 
or surveillance will not work, no mat- 
ter how you proceed about it. After 
the Vladivostok agreement, Dr. Kis- 
singer came to China and told us 
about it, and | said to Dr. Kissinger, 
“Well, you two will continue vour 
race.” After the concinusion of this 
fourth agreement! the race will con- 
tinue. But the difference will be that 
the US. will be forced to continue the 
race While the Soviet Unton will just 
turthes step up its development. 


Q: This should provide you with a 
ifvely Beur of discussion with Prest- 
dent Carter. 


A: Tm not opposing your signing 
this agreement or three or four more 
agreements. We're just being sober. 


. 


i'm net opposing your 
signing the agreement. . . 
We're just being sober.’ 


One should not rely on such a thing. 
In seeking world peace and world 
Stability, such agreements are nezther 
as Significant nor as useful as the mor- 
malization of relations between China 
and Japan And if you look at the ques- 
tion in au even broader perspective, 
such an agreement is not ssimportant 
as the strengthening of relations he- 
tween the U.c. and Europe ard be- 
tween the U.s. and Japan, nor as 
importanl &$ taking a more earncs! 
ailitude towrads each specific event 
as it eecurs. The first characteristic of 
the Seviet Union is tnat it always 
adopts the attitude of bullying the soft 
and fearing the strong. The second 
characteristic of the Soviet Union is 
that it will go in and grab at every 
opportunity. 

Q: Viewing the triangnlar situation 
between you and the Soviet Union 
and the US, f must be reassuring to 
vou that both China nd the US. have 
é very ciose relationship with a very 
important fourth power, Japan, There 
i$ no equivalent for the Soviel Union 
on their side or the balance. 


Sate wee. 


A: The question is: After setting up 
ig relationship between China, 
pan and the U.S. we must further. 
evelop the relationship in a deepen- 
g way. If we really want to be ableto | 
ace curbs on ihe polsr bear, the ; 
ily realistic thing for u- is to untte. 
we only depend on the strength of ! 
e US., itis not enough. If we only } 
»pend on the strength of Europe, itis ? 
xt enough. We are an insignificant, 
yor court, but if we unite well, it 
i}] then carry weight. 


Q: Togo back to Japan, does that nol 
p the triangular balance? 


A: itis not only of interest to China 
ut also of great significance to world, 
eace, world security, world stability, 
nat there be friendly relations be: 
ween China and the U.S. Europe and 


apan. 
. 


Q: Our readers will be surprised to 
ear you describe China as insignifi- 
ant. We've spent quite a few pages I: 
he magazina saying otherwise. 


A: Well, when I said insignificant, ! 
yas going to extremes. But China is 
vite poor and you have made a poor 
riend, 

@ You don't mean a bad friend. 

a.No,nctabad friend. but econom. 
cally poor. In Chinese the word 
pour” has no bad connotations to it. 
f course, that does mot mean that 
"hina is of no use. We do mot look 
‘pon ourselves as inconsequen sl. 


& How will the new reiatioushij 
erween China and the US. help with 
vour “four modernizations” cam- 


reign? 


A: We believe that the normaliza- 
ion of relations will enable us to ob- 
‘ain much scientific and 
echnological know-how. From the 
point of view of the U.S, we also this 
t will be beneficial. And if we look at 
i from the broader perspective of 
tloba! politics, it will have even 
treater benefits. 


rae year 20 for attain- 


eit — 
it afte 


ae uel 


is dt 


tant ot Aes 


A: It ig not symbolic. We indeed do 
have such an ambiticus goul. For any 
country, if it wants to develop itself, it 
must mainly rely on itself and its own 
potentialities. But it is atso necessary 
to obtain capital from the developed 
ccuntries (and) to learn from the ex- 
periences cf the developed countries, 
especially in the field of management. 


Q: There has Seen much written ra 
the Western press in recent months 
abeut the “de-Macification” of China. 


To what extent Is the legacy of Mao 


still relevant and to what extent have 
you departed from his legacy? 


A: You may have noted that we al- 
ready declared Gh many occasions 


that we will continue to take Mao Tse- ° 
‘tung thought as our guiding thought. 


What is mere, many of cur basic 
principles are siili based on the basic 
tenis put forward by Chairman Mao 
and Premier Chou. For instance, the 
petweon our 


eynfes 


tae lraamen 
emmeecesesitcers . 


two countries was promulgated some 
f 


Lo 


lime ago by Chuirman Mas himsell 
and the i.. once of the Shanghai 


cominunique during the visit of Presi- 
dent Nixon in 1972 was something 
personally looked after by Chairman 
Mac and Premier Chou. This was 02. 


the nasit of our global strategy of: 
dividing the world into three werlds. ° 
According to our view of the three 
the first would consisi of the 


pest) 


US and the Soviet Union, but in this 
concept cf our ibinking of three 
woiids, We proceed from the estab- 
lishment of a united front against he- 
gewsnism and for the defense of 
world peace, security and stability, 
and tis united frunt includes the US. 
Chairman Mao and Premier Chou 
paid personal attention to relations 
between our two countries and the 
development cf relations between 
China and Europe and China and 
Japan. So how can you call this ce- 
Mavification? ft is following the line 
of Mao Tse-tung. The four moderniza- 
Hous was put forward bs Chairman 
Mao and then was made pubtic 
threigh Premier Chou in his speech 
at the fourth National People’s Con- 
gress in 1974. At the same time, we 
Fave always considered that Chair- 
mon Mao war not bevornd cut. We 
cee po ewe Oye pak 2 


Wah Sgt cletie ME eye 


iz 
careers 
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iihat is not in keening with the 


thoughts of Marx or of Mau Tsecung: 
i disciplined people. But then undisci- 
which Chairman Mav could not fore-| 
see during his lifetime because of the 


himself. Then, there are many things 


limitations of the conditions then 


existing. Now there are new condi-! 


Noms and so we raise new quesiions; 
This is entirely logical and cannot be? 
called “de-Maoification ’ For in- 

stance, the question of absorbing for-: 
eign capital and foreign technology to: 
help our development — during the, 
chairman's lifetime — the conditions; 


for doing so did not exist. : 


Q: It would not be wrong, would It, 
to say that the present leadership has 
‘helped create the new conditions: 


' A: These conditions were created 
‘by Chairman Mao himself. Fer in- 
staacy, the improvemesi im relations 
between China and Japan ald China 
and Europe were policies promul- 
: gated during the lifetime of Chairiaan 
fae, us Well a5 the normalization of 
relations with the U.S. 


Q: It is the impression of the U.S. 


fiat tharai } ifs : ast ? 
; there have Been* imporians 


A: There have been many changes. 
But, as I said, many are made sccord- 


ing to the fundamental principtes laid © 


down by Chairman Mao. / must also 
say that in carrying oul these policies 
of Chairman Mac, there were obstruc- 
tions in those days. And in the latter 
years of his life, because of his poor 
health, Chairman Mao was not able to 
‘remove some of these chstacies, so in 
ithis respect we cannot say that the 
‘Chairman was devoid of responsibil- 
‘ity. But from the overall point of view, 
‘we are still building up our country 
‘according to the blueprint laid down 
‘ay Chairman Mao and Premier Chou. 


Q: Have the obstacles been totally 
reinoved? 


A: Yes, you may say that. But even 
when you remove the obstacles. lin- 
gering influences will remain for 
some time ond for some of these inthe 


ences we will need quile some time to 
se totally credieated. Yuu know that 
i pints EM ay ap Thorp age eh. 


struction by the Gong af Pour. Before, 
the Chinese people were a highly 


Plined behavior became rampant. 
Now, tn this field we are recuperating 
rather ranidiv. But the field of edttca- 
tion 15 a major problem. For many 
years the gang looked upon people 
whe didn't study as heroes, people 
who didat work as heroes. Now peo 
ple must work. But we can say we lost 
a whole generation as regards educa- 
tion, including science and technol- 
ogy. We need quite some time and 
much effort to catch up. 


Q@: You have referred from time to 
time to your age. Su I hope that you 
will pot consider it undiplomatic of 
me to ask if we may assume that the 
new policy directions now. being 
undertaken In China will continue 
past your own service? 


A: That isa matter of certainty. Lam 
confident taat I can iive at least 
enoter iG ycars. And our chairman 
of the party and Premier Hue Kuo- 
feng is now less than 60 years old. He 
will certainly go on even longer. As to 
our present policies and principles, 
we consider them to be supported by 
the entire party a ' people, at least by 
the overwhelau.j, majority. When 
people werry avout whether the poli 
cies will continue, they overlook the 


most important question: Are the new - 


policies correct or not? [f the pelicies 
and measures are not correct, Whai's 
the use of continuing them? If the 
policies bear fruit, living standards 
will improve. If these policies bear 
fruit, then who can oppose their cen- 
tinuation? So the decisive factor is not 
any particular individual but rather 
the success of these policies and meas- 
ures. We are confident they will be 
effective. 


G: Do you expect Taiwan to be 
reunified with the PRC within 10 
years? 


A: I said to American friends not 
long ago that 10 years is too long a 
time. i hope ivi be realized this year, 
but that ts probably being too impa- 
tient. 


Q: How do you visualize reunifica- 
tion happening? 


A: Our policy and our principles for 
reunification are very fair and ree 
sonable, We will fetsect theo 
on Taiwan and the Taiwanese auther- 
ities as a local government will retain 
their rights and powers, but 1 must 
be within the context of one China. 
When I sey that, it means they can 
maintain 3 certain amount of their 
own armed forces. As for trade and 


BaLLies 


-commerce with foreign countries, | 


they can continue. They may also | 


maintain their present system and 
oot leading their own way-of 
ife. ae 


Q: The?r capitalism? : 

A: Of course, The solution ta such « 
proolem may take a lang time. in fact, 
the main part cf China, what vou eall 
the mainland, will also undergo 
changes and it will become more de- 
veloped. We demanc of them onlyene 


thing: that there be no two Chisas 
; 


and that patriots all belong to the 
same family, t 


. 


Q: Taiwan says the same thing. —: 


= 


peut they think China is (Tai- 
wan . 


‘A: At present the Taiwan author. 
ites are refusing lo negotiate witli us. 
That is bad, but their insistence that 
there ts only ane China is good. 
Another thing, I have noted myself 
that they do not say that the Chinese 
capital should be Taipei. That, too, is 
good. ae 


eck 


Q: While establishing full diplo- 
Matic relations with the PRC. the US. 


declared its intention to continue to 
seil defensive weapons to Taiwéa. 
Would you amplify your attitude ic 
ward this policy? oy 


A: We clearly expressed our disa- 
greciment Wilh this. but we said tual 
disagreement on this issue shuuid not 


prevent immediate norm u.aian 
as ae es BEA ees v 


ae 
3a i 
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ta negotiations between us and the 
Taiwan authorities for peaceful reuni- 
fication, because then Chiang Ching. 
kuo will think he has nothing to dear 
and he will thrust his tail up 16,b00 
meters high in the skv. And so we'do 
nope that foliowing noi maiization 
and in the interests of global strategy 
that the U.S., while maintaining a 
people-to-people relationship with 
Taiwan, will take care not to hinder 
negotiations between China aad Tai- 
wan for peaceful reunification. in the 
future, this particular question play 
be discussed not only once but many 
times. e 

Q: Your arrival in the US. will coin- 
cide with the start of the lunar new 
year. It is the Year of the Goat, said to 
be auspicious for peace. Haw do you 
view the omens ler peace in Asia and 
around the world in 1979? » 


A: We consider that the bizzest 
common peint bolwecn China and the 
CS is that we both tone fa prolong as 
long as possible international peace 
security and stability. ‘ 


@: i don't know whether you are 
aware of our interview in Time maga. 
zine in which we quote Brezhnev as 
Saying that he is ured of talking about 
the Chinese. 1 wonder if there could 
be a Hmited agrcement that Brezhnev 
will not talk abcut China and you will 
not talk about the Soviet Unig, , 


A: Tam not tired of talking about 
them. You know tha: Brezhnev told 
the Jepanese that I, myself, am ¢h- 
woret Chinese. So when you mede = 
Man of the Year, you may hat Jue 
an error. q 


Q: We don't think so 


